TABLE 2: Statewide Existing Performance Outcome Areas for Rural Areas
Note 1 Nine Outcoms Armas defined by Caltrans in bedd

— .. A
Performance Outcome Areas Alpme Amador Calaveras Colusa Del Norte El Dorado  Gienn  Humboldt  inyo Lake Lassen Mariposa Mendocino
Mobility/Rellabllity/Accessibility . * . . . . . . . N . x
Productivity . . " . . . . x
System Preservation x . " . x . " . . x
Safety N N x . M N . N N x
Environmental Quality . ¥ x . . » . . . x
Coordinated Transportation and Land Use » -
Economic Development X . x x X . . . .
Equity x x x " 0 .
Return on Investment (Cost Effectiveness) * * . * . . *
Customer Satisfaction x .
Goods Movement N »
Transit Cost Effoctiveness " x x
Provide Alternative Modes of Transportation N
Community Awareness . .
Funding x N N N
Historic Preservation » x
Transportation Systems Management (TSM)
Cou Total
Modoc Mono _ Monierey Nevads Piacer mm Sierta  Siskiyoy Tehama  innity  Tuolumne B 3
Mobllity/Rellability/Accessibility * . . N * » N . . . . . . » 0%
Productivity 0 . . . . . . . 0 »n ™
System Preservation * . » . * . x . . . . M M "%
Safety . N N x N * ' . " (Y
Environmental Quality N x X » . . . . . . 20 ™
Coordinated Transportation and Land Use . . ] %
Economic Development * " N . " “an
Equity x " N%
Return on Investment (Cost Effectiveness) * - x . 11 N
Customer Satistaction x N « "%
Goods Movament N * s 0%
Transit Cost EMoctveness " . * ? F14)
Provide Alternative Modes of Transporiation . " ¥ . x 7 7%
Community Awareness . . . . [ %
Funding . . x ’ P2 LY
Historic Presarvation/Toutism ' “~
Transportation Systems Management (TSM) . 1 “w

Naote 2 inchuges Roadways, Public Transit, Aviation, DkePed Paring. Public Faclitey
Source  Raglonal Tramponistion Man (RT1) documants. Regionst Tranaporetion Planning Agency (RTPA) and Loost Transportation Commrsson (L TC) ofcials, county/muniipal sgency repressnt sl




Figure 2
Rural Counties with Adopted Performance Outcome Areas
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Figure 3
Major Issues Examined by Rural Counties
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Transportation System Performance Measurement in RTPs
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